xvi                   INTRODUCTION
the variations between the texts are very few, the readings of the earlier quartos in several cases have a weight that cannot be attributed to F. A case in point is I. i. 65, where F reads "That tempts him to this harsh Extremity." This is an obvious correction of a reading common to Qq 2, 5, and 6, " That tempts him to this extreamitie." We might assume, as we can assume in most cases, that the editor of F r found the omitted word "harsh" in the original MS., and inserted it accordingly. But, in Q i, we find a better and more satisfactory reading, "That tempers him to this extremity," which needs no alteration. It seems likely that, in the MS. from which Q I was derived, " tempers " was written in its abbreviated form " temps," and that Q 2, not noticing the abbreviation, took the word from the same MS. as " tempts." Q 3 likewise used the MS., and printed it " temps," without regard to sense. In Q 5, this meaningless word was altered to the more obvious "tempts," and so F I found it printed in Q 6. Nothing is more likely than that the opening pages of the authentic MS. were torn or illegible from use and the lapse of time. Finding no help here, the editor emended the metre of the line by inserting the word " harsh." To judge from the reading, the early leaves of the MS. were wanting or illegible in part; while the closing leaves, and a leaf or two in the middle, were totally illegible or had perished. There has been a very general opinion that, in passages where original authority was wanting, the editor of F I resorted to a copy of Q 3. This may have been the case; but there is no circumstance which tends to show that, to his copy of Q 6, he added in these instances anything more than a talent for cautious emendation.
Richard ///., dramatically as well as historically, is a sequel to the three parts of Henry VI., in which Shakespeare's share Is generally admitted to have been that of a reviser. The question naturally arises whether Shakespeare was the author of Richard III^ or merely the editor and reviser of a sequel to those plays on which he had been engaged previously. Mr. Daniel holds that the play was really the work of the author or authors of the Henry VL plays, and was revised by Shakespeare. Mr. Fleay looks upon it as a Shakespearean recension